
1ia.y 17, 1967 

Won. Gaylord Eelson 
United States Senate 
xwhington 25, 3.c. 

Desr Geylord- 

As I am LIUPC you know without my repeating it, I have been a longterm 
admirer of yours sinae before piur election a8 Governor of i~isconsin. On 
that prumis~i, I my be too prasunptuoua in writing this uo+ment, but I 
hope you will not &sunder&and my motives. 

k'hat perturb8 ma is the muakraking flavor of your current investigation 
Of drug 3@.CeS. There aree of aour~e, plenty of abuse8 in the short run 
piature, and I have ne aritiufsm of their re-expomare~ But A rerun of the 
Eefauver hearings 8eerp11 sruah e stale thing to do. If I heve a aorioua ori- 
ticism, it ier not what your aommittee 8eem8 to be doing; I am disappointed 
in what it ia agparwtly not doing: an honaat inreatination to discover 
narw fact8 and aonstruotire policfea (a8 opposed to an expoers of old or&e> 
that can reaoncils the aonfliating matives snd interest8 involved in the 
drug inUals&ry. To r&e it over the coala for its prioss provides naximuzu Ii 
gresaure on just one protuberance of a very oomplex problem, 2nd I am afreid 0 
will have the m0st paradoxical effects in the Long run. z 

I would urge you then to take on a much broader approaah to the whole 
problem. There are important element8 of the drug induEptry no leas disturbed 
thu you and I are about the hucketarixm that mkea up a growing part of 
ita total activies, and together with taGad@mia and government intereeta 
could Mark with you on a much more aonstructire cooperation. The point that 
concerns me the moat is how to provide the inoentive for much more research 
intrestment in new drug development, and disinaentivee for the meading 
and odious $romotiondl practices that dominate the industry'8 budgeta. Ye 
h;lve to attend to grioing too, but I must say I have to put that at an even 
%owr priority than these oonsideratio~. The most expensive drugs there 
ever can be are the one8 that are not developed{ and I am equally concerned 
about the n0n- 
development. 

and &s-education of ths median1 profession about new drug 
To w-soc:ializ;e the industry tveems to me a self-dcaatructive 

blunder, and we have t:> come to some clarity whether we are going to noti- 
*Pate research investment by 80~x8 (reaaonsbly regulated) profit incentive or 
by diracrt subsidy. It i8 indubitable that the profit inuentire nourishes a 
lot more than recsaarch, but if we could meet that problem head on, we might 
get a lot more efficient and aompetitive a system than a subsidy-brreaucracy 
could manage, If @enorbit&$tprofita from high drug pricea' really were fed 
back into research, would that be ouch en odious eystem? 

Theses renaxk8 are pmaonal, but I am enolasing some more public ones 
for whatemr me you wish to make of then. Best personal regards, 

Joshua Lederberg 


